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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
5/28/2009 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: "basic sting" in the 
final paragraph should read, "basic string.". Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1, 5, 6, 12, and 14 recite the limitations "character input device," "speech 
input device," and "additional string." There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. The claim describes an input device in the preamble, but does 
not explicitly disclose the existence of multiple input devices. The claims do not 
describe any "additional string;" there is only a basic and substitute string. 
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Additionally, the claims state, "the basic strings and the substitute strings are 
different and the substitute string comprises the basic string and additional string 
attached to the corresponding basic string." It appears that the substitute string 
comprises of the basic string attached to itself, thus overwriting data and making the 
basic and substitute strings identical. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 4-6, 10, 12, 14, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hamada (EP 0 850 673) in view of Liu (US 6,077,164) and 
Hogenhout et al (US 2001/0053969 A1 ). 

7. In re claim 2, Hamada discloses a game device comprising: 

basic string storage means for storing a plurality of basic strings (figure 3, 61); 

substitute string storage means for storing a substitute string corresponding to 
each of at least one of the plurality of basic strings stored in the basic string storage 
means (page 6, lines 20-32 and figure 3, 61); 

storing speech recognition data corresponding to the basic string when the 
substitute string corresponding to the basic strings has not been stored in the substitute 
string storage means (figure 3, 61, page 5, lines 5-8); 
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and storing speech recognition data corresponding to the substitute string when 
the substitute string corresponding to the basic strings has been stored in the substitute 
string storage means (figure 3, 61 , page 5, lines 5-8); 

priority input device information acquisition means for acquiring priority input 
device information (figure 3, 63 and 64); 

input criteria display means (figure 4, 5) which, 

when the priority input device information acquired by the priority input device 
information acquisition means indicates that a character input device is selected, 
displays, as input criteria, the basic strings stored in the basic string storage means 
(page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , "text of the TV screen"); 

and when the priority input device information acquired by the priority input 
device information acquisition means indicates that a speech input device is selected, 
determines the substitute string corresponding to a target option is stored in the 
substitute string storage means, and if the substitute string is present, the input criteria 
display means displays the substitute string as the input criteria and if the substitute 
string is not present, displays the basic string as the input criteria (page 1 1 , lines 29-31 , 
"text of the TV screen", inherently, if data does not exist, it cannot be displayed) 

control means for controlling the game on a basis of the result of determination 
by the determination means (page 4, lines 23-29 and page 1 1 , lines 4-5 and 1 7-23). 

However, Hamada is silent on the character input criteria and the speech input 
criteria being different. Liu teaches a method of operating a game by either using a 
character input mode or a speech input mode. The example given is a fighting game, in 
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which a player may use the traditional joystick to input special fighting moves (figure 6). 
Alternatively, one can use their voice to input the same special attacks (figure 5). In 
another embodiment, users can use either method at the same time (figure 7). As can 
be seen in the figures, the commands to do the same special attacks are different 
depending on whether one is using speech or character input. 

Finally, Hamada and Liu do not disclose the substitute string functioning for when 
the basic string is not suited for speech recognition and has potential to lead to a drop in 
speech recognition rate. Hogenhout teaches a text replacer which replaces text in a 
speech input environment. Known problems in speech recognition allow for the system 
to replace inputs with more easily recognized inputs (paragraph [0034]). Hogenhout 
shows that one skilled in the art had known about the problems in speech recognition, 
and supplied the solution of providing other, alternative strings to certain inputs. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have different input criteria depending on input method, as it is a matter of 
obvious design choice that yields the predictable result of showing users the possible 
selections for a game while keeping players entertained by giving them different and 
varied ways to control a game. Using the text replacer of Hogenhout would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art in order to lower speech recognition error rates. 
8. In re claim 4, Hamada discloses a means for controlling the probability of 
predetermined game events on the basis of the priority input device information 
acquired by the priority input device information acquisition means (page 12, lines 32- 
34). 
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9. In re claims 5, 6 and 12, please see rejection for claims 1 and 2 mutatis 
mutandis, as they recite subject matter analogous to claim 1 and 2. 

10. In re claim 10, Hamada discloses the game device being connectable to a 
character input device and a speech input device (figure 3, 7 and 2b). 

11. In re claim 14, see rejection to claim 2, mutatis mutandis. Furthermore, Liu 
teaches a game device that is connectable to a character input device and a speech 
input device (column 1 , line 65 to column 2, line 10). This is inherent, as a game device 
that utilizes speech input and character input must be connectable to a character and 
speech input device in order to be used. 

12. Re claim 1 7, the configuration of substitute strings is a matter of obvious design 
choice, as it is simply a matter of programming, yielding predictable results. 

1 3. Re claims 1 8 and 1 9, Hogenhout teaches replacement text (see paragraphs 
[0032] to [0034]). Thus, one skilled in the art would have found it obvious to implement 
a variety of substitute strings, including plural repetitions or name attachments, as they 
are simply variations on how one would increase speech recognition rates. One skilled 
in the art would recognize that synonyms, repetition, and names are all valid ways to 
add unique identity to substitute strings. 

14. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hamada, 
Liu, and Hogenhout as applied to claim 1 , in further view of Volk et al (US 5,673,401 ). 

15. In re claim 3, Hamada et al have been discussed above, but are silent on 
displaying input criteria in a font size according to the priority input device information. 
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Volk et al discloses an input device (Figure 1, 54) that is connected to a game 
device, with the input device being able to control such elements in the interface as the 
font size (column 34, line 34). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the font size controlling methods of Volk with 
the game device of Hamada in order to use visual cues to help lead the user through 
the various control operations. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KEVIN Y. KIM whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3215. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, alternating 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Vo can be reached on 571-272-4690. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John M Hotaling II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



/Kevin Y Kim/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



